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doubtfully ascribed to them, they are described as glorifying the
ancient rajas, and uttering extravagant praises of ancestor*!.
That is, the hypothetical ballads sung' by the Kshetriya bards
were of a modern date as compared with the events and poisons
celebrated in them ; and, therefore, no reliance whatever can be
placed upon their accounts. Thus, the first ballads, which
formed the'crude materials of the oldest portions of the Uaha
Bharata, are devoid of historical credibility.

If Mr. Wheeler could have shown for certain that the Maha
Bbarata had ever existed in any other regular or written form
than the one we have; that this poem or series of poems wi<s
preserved intact or nearly so, till it reached the hands of its
last compilers and perverters ; and that the authors of these
poems were contemporary or nearly so, with the events com-
memorated ; and, above all, that they touk some pains to
record them correctly, and that they possessed what is called
" the historical sense ;" then it might have been possible to
extract, amid much contradiction of statement, some approxi-
mation to a real history. But no such theory has been suggest-
ed ; and the necessity of having and of proving such a theory
does not appear to have been felt; and consequently no reli-
ance whatever can be placed upon the historical reproduction
which Mr. Wheeler has offered. No accounts, which do not possess
an indubitable certainty, are entitled to be called historical;
for history is an account of things which have been, not of things
which may have been. In Mr, Wheeler's case, not only is there
no certainty, but there is a very high degree of improbability.

It might be replied in answer to this, that contemporary-
written evidence is not necessary; that oral transmission is a
tolerably safe medium; that if the tradition is arrested some-
where in its course, and probabilities are carefully consulted, we
can work backwards, and arrive at the historical basis; just as
in a binomial series, if one or two terms in the middle are given,
we can discover from them what the original binomial was.

In the above argument there are two assumptions, neither of
which can be proved ; and these two assumptions appear to be
always involved in the Eationalistic theory ; and in our opinion
they expose the fallacy of the whole process. It takes it for
granted, firstly, that every tradition has an historical basis;
secondly, that it never shifts its basis. The first assumption is
entirely disproved by the results of Comparative Mythology,
according to which even the Trojan war has been pronounced
to be a solar myth; and though it cannot, perhaps, be proved to
be certainly a. solar myth, yet no one can show for certain that it